Spectro/lfAA - lor 226 remand - p_ raff in tests W 7/21 /70 

One of the records of the Mi's 12/7/77 HQ JVK records release should have been 
provided on discovery in 75-226. It is 62-109C£0-lk4'J, from Section 50, H.E.Jevono to 
Conrad (drafted by JFGallagher) of 3/27/64* 

It recounts the 3 / 2 6 meeting with --cl via Eisehberg "to discuss spectrograpliic 
eliminations conducted on materials relating to the assassination of President Kennedy. " 

'The memo is in typically vague and inconclusive PHI language, to such an extent that 
± believe my interpretations that fol ow are justified and fair* 

Of the Valkar bull t Gallagher stated l *"the lead eilloy" was different than that 
of the "1 'go fragment recovered from the car." He had to 3pell this out no more. 

Lost of the rest is on paraffin tests but Gallagher is evasive on "the spcctro- 
graphic examinations of the bullet fragnents recovered from the wound in r resident 
^nnedy 1 3 head and from the vehicle Of these he said no more than can be said for 
an appreciable percentage of al~ bul_~ts ever manufactured: "were composed of the 
same chemical elnm nts." The capability of the test3 permitted a more definitive 
statement . 

On the t sting of the casts, all rests on assumptions not even stated, that the 
rsnidsaa residues arc Cron powder. There is no discussion of any other source, no^ 
statement that the tests established powder as the source and no reference at all xhe 
cheek casts. 

Gallagher 3 ays "it was not possible to distinguish sxtxEsii the pov?der residues of 
the rifle cartridges from the powder residues of the revolver cartridges." ^‘nly in 
a quest for evidence of guilt only is thi3 the objective. The first objectives should 
have been to id-ntify th.' residues as of powder an«. then what kind or source. r fhis is 
all assumption, that Oswald fired both rifle and revolver and that the residues came 
from powder only. 

Of the Aebersold lette , the most significant part of -which 1 believe dealt with 
tht rifle and shooting, Gallagher represents that Eisenberg read only what relates to 
the paraffin casts. Of this Gallagher states "ho eleirn nts were found during tliese tests 
to distihguish between tks rifle and revolver deposits" and Nothing has come to our 
attention and to our knowledge nothing has been done subsequent to these examinations 
which would assist further in the interpretation of the data obtained..." 

One question about the- first quote is, I think, are tho ol mtns different in tlio 
two kinds of ammo primers? I think tliov aro the same elemtns, his word. 

One question abou the s cond is the qbsence of any effort to duplicate the Dallas 
conditions. Gallagher pretends that tho washing of the casts ruined them for these tests. 
They had s^en the chemical analysi 0 - the Dallas water, etc. I believe they could have 
washed th test casts close enough to identical with the Dalla.* casts for a determination. 
I b-liev th reason this was not done is tho negative pafarrin results on th clieek, 
indicative of no rifle having been fired by LhO. (Jarhaos more indicative if the presence 
of ro.iaues on his hands means he had not uashe them.) 


